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I cannot take leave of the book, which I have endeavored to 
represent fairly, without expressing my opinion that it is one of 
the best dedicated in recent years to the study of Lucretius, and 
also my hope that its author will continue the work he has so 
well begun. 

Iowa College, Grinnell, ^T ^ HEIDEL. 

yuly 9, 1903. 

Aeli Donati quod fertur Commentum Terenti. accedunt Eu- 
graphi commentum et Scholia Bembina. recensuit Patjlus 
Wessner. Vol. I. Leipzig, Teubner, 1902, pp. L. 542. 

The world has waited long for a critical edition of Donatus' 
commentary. Schopen, who as early as 1821 published his dis- 
sertation, 'De Terentio et Donato eius interprete', began to 
accumulate the materials for such an edition. Reifferscheid and 
Wissowa continued the work and their collations have been 
generously placed at the disposition of Wessner, a pupil of Goetz, 
whose competency for the present undertaking had been shown 
by his articles," Die Ueberlieferung von Aeli Donati Commentum 
Terenti", Rhein. Mus. LI1 (1897) pp. 69-98 and "Untersuchungen 
zur Lateinischen Scholienlitteratur", Bremerhaven, 1899. Note- 
worthy investigations and contributions to the text have been 
made by Dziatzko, Sabbadini, Rabbow and other scholars to 
whom Wessner makes due acknowledgment. In the preface 
36 MSS are enumerated, some of which have been used for the 
first time by Wes'sner. The text is based in the main on the 
seven superior MSS which are free from the interpolations and 
corrections of the Itali. The oldest of these is A, the codex 
Parisinus 7920 of the eleventh century, the next oldest B, the 
codex Vaticanus Regin. 1595 of the thirteenth century, both 
unfortunately incomplete; the rest being of the fifteenth century, 
as are all of the inferior MSS. 

Having made, myself, many years since a collation of A, 
I can attest the extreme accuracy of Wessner's report of its 
readings (in Euanthius II 2, p. 16 he does not note that A has 
quinq; ptito for quinquepartito). The relation of the MSS to 
each other is fully discussed in the preface and a rather intricate 
stemma is given on p. xxxiii. The earlier editions of Donatus 
are passed in review, and the various bodies of Scholia examined 
in their bearing on Donatus. Perhaps not sufficient attention is 
paid to the Scholia Parisina of codex Parisinus 7899, which have 
never been published in extenso. Wessner admits that they were 
derived from a more ancient MS than A, but he rarely cites them. 
In many cases however they contain readings which are elsewhere 
found only in A, and so help to establish the authority of that 
MS. A conspectus of the variants of these scholia would, it 
seems to me, have added to the value of the edition. I give here 
a few readings from my own collation, citing page and line of 
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Wessner's edition. 37, 18 tempiat omitted by A, teneat TC, tentat 
V. 19, periculutnque with A. 38. 10 orbem with A. 40, 1 actu 
with A, perhaps to be accepted as a dative. Wessner prints actui 
as he does adventui 323, 16 where B has adventu elsewhere found 
as a dative. 40, 10 Chremen with A. 44, 1 ?iunc animum advertite 
non nunc vitio dent. 44, 11 de eo with A. 50, 9 adulairix with 
A, 52, 9 moderata aequalitas with ATCV which makes against 
Wessner's emendation aequa levis. In the appendix he accepts 
Rabbow's emendation to aequa talis. 54, 1 1 mandamus with A, 
15 adverbialiter with A, 56, 14 quo with A, 60, 5 extra natum 
with A 69. 19 collisus with A, 75. 9 stringitur with A, 8o, 2 tfx 
coniectura with A, 84, 17 and 19 confidit with A, 96, 15 fas nefas 
velis nolis with A, 99, 9 sumite 102, 8 w«#z wt j/V consentiret ad 
nuptias io, dW<?/ autem se non habuisse spacium const/to, 103, 1 
pro axiomate more suo. 

The present volume contains only the commentary on the 
Andria and Eunuchus. For convenience of reference the editor 
has put on the margin the number of the line of the play. In an 
appendix of over forty pages he refers more fully to the dis- 
cussions and views of other scholars, showing that little has 
escaped him, which bears directly or indirectly upon Donatus. 
We note that two American scholars, Hendrickson and Kirby 
Smith, "Archaisms of Terence" are referred to, while Dr. 
Hoeing is thanked for putting his collation of T (codex Vaticanus 
2905) at the service of the editor. The great improvement made 
in the text can best be judged by comparing it page by page with 
that of Klotz. While on the whole very conservative, Wessner 
has admitted many conjectures of other scholars, and not a few 
corrections of his own, but his judgment is uniformly good. Many 
asterisks remain however in passages, where all attempts to restore 
the original text seem to Wessner unconvincing. E. g. Eun. 689, 
at ego *edesionum sequor, where various scholars have suggested 
Helenium, Acronem, Aelium Stilonem, Suetonium, Isidorum, 
the asterisk stands to tempt still further inquiry. Schoell's pro- 
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posal to read hXUaiov (aedesion) is noted with apparent approval 
in the appendix. And. 54, we find ' metus magister' *is quoque*. 
Cannot is quoque perhaps be a corruption for isagogus which 
has intruded itself into the text as a gloss on magister? cf. Corp. 
Gloss. IV. 102. 2. Isagogus instructor litterarum. Eun. 939, 
we find in the text cui conirarium Sallustius *fuit de deliciis 
militum loquens. Comparing Donatus on Andria 36, cui con- 
trarium Vergilius ait, fuit would seem to be a corruption of ait. 
Cf. also the commentary on Ad. 1. 1. 47, 4. 5. 8; Hec. 5. 2. 3; 
Phorm. 1. 1. 1 1 ; in all of which ait is used with contra. Porphyrion 
however, Horace C. 1. 20. 10, has Huic contrarium Plautus in 
Trinummo fecit so that fuit may be a corruption of fecit as it 
evidently is in Lucan in the subscriptio to the scholia of Liber I. 
SIDONIVS SUBDIAC FVIT. In And. 337. Wessner following 
Stephanus reads fugin hinc comminantis est et abigentis a se; 
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argueatis is the reading of A. arguentis BTCV. Perhaps 
Donatus wrote arcentis, as arceo and arguo are often confused in 
MSS. Eun. 315. Wessner reads quam accuraveril fames. Some 
may prefer the emendation of Goetz, maceraverit, or Sabbadini's 
attenuaverit, but as Terence in the next line uses curatura, I think 
Wessner is justified in keeping accuraverit. 

On p. 14 the emendation appotis credited to Leo, belongs also 
to Bentley. Andria 473 we find a note not given by Klotz ivno 
LUCINA Iunonis jftlia. Graece El\ei$vta. Latini Nixos dicunl. 
This must be added to the few references given by the Dictionaries 
for Nixi. Cf. Festus pp. 174 and 177 and Roscher's Dictionary. 
The new edition also furnishes some new words And. 788, sub- 
palpatio, Eun. 236, morologia, Eun. 240, obiurganter, Eun. 537 
atnusus. We have also a new instance of oricula = auricula in 
Eun. 539. Whether inter sumptam is to be accepted, And. 286, 
on the evidence of TC. may be doubted, for A has interfunctam 
(= interpunctamT) V, interruptatn which through the vulgar form 
interrumpiam may have given rise to inter sumptam. 

The quotations from other authors embedded in Donatus 
especially from Sallust and Lucilius are often improved in form, 
and in the case of passages still doubtful, we have at any rate now 
a reliable apparatus from which to proceed to further conjectures. 
All in all we congratulate Wessner on the way in which he has 
accomplished his difficult task, and we await with impatience the 
concluding volume which will contain not only the commentary 
of Donatus and the other plays, but also the commentary of 
Eugraphius and the Scholia Bembina. 

Minton Warren. 



S6neque le Rhgteur Controverses et Suasoires, Traduction Nou- 
velle, Texte Revu par H. Bornecque, 2 tomes, Gamier 
Fr&res, Paris. 

The assiduous labors of Leonard Spengel in the field of Greek 
Rhetoric, begun just seventy-five years ago, promised to give a 
lasting impulse to this long neglected branch of philological 
research, but his influence practically died with him, and the 
great bulk of his own work now possesses little more than a 
historical interest and value. This apathetic attitude of classical 
scholars was doubtless the direct outcome of that indifference to 
beauty of form and stylistic elaboration for its own sake which 
generally distinguishes the latter half of the last century. Rhetoric 
was all but synonymous with bombast and affectation, and it can- 
not be denied that something of this connotation in malam partem 
still clings to the term, but the last two decades have witnessed a 
remarkable revival of rhetorical studies in all directions, and the 
movement thus inaugurated bids fair to continue unabated. 

While the despotic sway which Rhetoric exercised over literary 
expression in antiquity was too conspicuous to be lost sight of, 



